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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



WILLIE E. iOYD, pro-se, 
I Plaintiff, 



V. 



BUREAU OF 
FIREARMS , 



alcohol, tobacco 
And expolsives, 

Defendant. 



PlJAHJITIFF'S MOTION REQUEST FOR THE COURT TO ISSUE AH 



ORDER FOR DEFENDANT BATF, TO PROVIDE PLAINTIFF WITH 



COMES 

fully requ(£ 
the Defend^n 
why the do^, 
submits tb|e 
order : 

1. Cftt 
from Defeqd 
damt's Projpo 
Complaint 



Case No. 05-1096 (RMU) 



respect- 



THE 53-PAGES OF DOCUMENTS « OR EXPLAIN V?HY THE 
DOCUMENTS HAVE NOT BEEN PROCESSED 

NOW, Plaintiff Willie E'. Boyd, proceeding pro-se, 

St this Honorable Court to grant this motion, andj order 

t BATF to produce the 53-pages of documents, or explain 
mments can not be provided at this time. The Pleintiff 

following reasons why this court should issue this 



August 17, 2005 the Plaintiff received a packag 

ant BATF, (1) Notice of Substitution of Counsel; 

sed Briefing Schedule; (3) Defendant's Answer t 
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of motions 
(2) Def en- 
Plaintiff s 



—f- 
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In the Deferidant BATF*s ^'Def endant ' s Answer to Plaintiffs' Com- 
plaint*' filed August 8^ 2005, the Respondent stated that^ 



e;:i 



aver 



the August 



allowed to 
and the PI 
Replies by 
In or 
Plaintiff 



Defendan 



''7, Admit 'in part and deny in part* Defendant admits 
ATF released 12 pages to Plaintiff on March 22 ^ 2005 ^ 
denies that ATF made no further release because ATF s 
Plaintiff an addition 53 pages on August 8, 2005, with 
redactions made pursuant to FOIA Exemption (b)(3) ^ (b) 
(7)(C), -(b)(7)(D) and (b)(7)(F). Defendant further 
that the August's, 2005 letter and its enclosures are 
best evidence of their contents.^' 
See: Exhxblt-A, pp. 3*4, paragraph 7* 

The Respodent claims that the 53-pages of documents whe 
to Plaintiff on August 8^ 2005, the same day that the 
Answer to plaintiff* s Complaint was filed with the Court, an 
8 J 2005 letter and its enclosures are the best ev 
their contents ^ the Plaintiff is some what puzzled about thi 
of August 8, 2005 and its enclosures, when its. been over a 
the Plaintiff has not received the August 8, 2005 letter or 
tents * 

2. ik the Defendant BATF*s '*Def endant' s Proposed Brie 
dule" of August 8j 2005 ^ the Respondent has requested that 
file their Dispositive motions on September 21, 
4aintiff's Response due October 26, 2005, and the 

November 17, 2005. 
Jder for the Plaintiff to meet the Government's c 
needs the 53-pages of documents, the Plaintiff ha 

2 - 



that 

DUt 
t 



s 
the 



rr:on 



re sent 

t's 
d vers that 
idence of 
s letter 
th and 
its con- 
ing Sche- 

Ihey be 

io05, 

I^ef endant* s 

se, the 

i been 
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f end.an 



more than patient ^ its September 10 ^ 2005 and the Defendant 
Dispositiv^e motion is due on September 21, 2005* The De 
has to seairch at lease 7-case files that are associated witl: 
Plaintiff *|s request for records dealing with the 10-privacy 
case file Inos, 00-311 , 00-311, 00-1470, 00-1670 , 00-1670 , 02, 
04-1132, 04-1155, and DF-58822, for the information in the 



WHEREFORE, 

directing 
documents ^ 



Kenneth Boyd^ Stanley Boyd, Albert Greer , Mary DeArmonj Ger^i 
Sharron Troupe^ Toomy Franklin^ Jacqueline Boyd, Muhammad Via 
Alonzo Wrickerson* 

The Plaintiff need the 53-pages of documents^ so Plain 
try to determine what documents the Defendant BATF claims c 
the particular files that are listed* 

Plaintiff Willie E* Boyd, prays that the Court i 
the Defendant BATF to provide Plaintiff with the 
so Plaintiff can meet the Government's case* 



iles on 
Id Boyd, 
teen and 

iff can 

<t>me from 

sue an order 

53-pages of 



[Dated: /Q ^ September ^ 2005] 



Respect 
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BATF*s 
t BATF 
the 
Waivers J 
-1078. 
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CERTIFICATE ^OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this 10th day of September, 2005, 
copy o£ th^ following J Plaintiff's Motion Request for the Cc^urt 



an Order fpr Defendant BATE, to Provide Plaintiff with the 53 



Documents, 



10, 2005 tot 



etc^j in the istitution mailbox ^ postage prepaid, 



Ms* Jane M 
As;sistant 
555 Fouth 
Judiciary 

Washington 



^ Lyons 

United States Attorney 
^treet, Room 10-415 
Center Building 
D.C. 20530 




placed a 

to Issue 



?-Pages of 

on September 
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WILLIE E. 



BOYD, 



Plaintiff 



UNITED STATES DIS i RICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



) 



of 10 



Civil Action No. 05-1096 (mMJ) 



0)7 



BUREAU 
FIREAEM5 



ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, 
AND EXPLOSIVES, 

Defendrait. 



DEFENDANT'S ANSVVTBR TO PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT 
COIVLES NOW the defendant identified in the Complaint as Burean of Alcohol 
Fireaans, ani Explosives ("ATF"), by and through its undersigned counsel, and for its 
respectfully avers as follows: 

FIRST DEFENSE 



Pia 
552(a)(4)(B) 

Justice. 



Tobacco, 



Axtswer 



amtiU's Complaint fails to name the proper party defendant. Under 5 U.S.C. § 
aiid (f)(1)- the proper defendant in this case is the United States Departmeiit 

SECOND DEFENSE 



The Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over certain of plaintiff s claims. 

THIRD DEFENSE 
The: Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

FOURTH DEFENSE 






ail apDiicabie 



aws and resniations. 



fV/ Iff JH-jLi 



Exhibit- A 
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Defendants deny each and every allegation contained in the Complaint except 
hereinafter |>e expressly and specifically admitted, hi response to the separately 
paragraphs pf the Complaint, the defendants respond as follows: 

1 . I^he first paragraph contains the plaintiffs description of himself and legal 



as may 



nmnb'sred 



conclusions 



to which no 



response is required. To the extent the first paragraph contains any allegaion of fact 



relating to defendant, denied, 

2. A<Simt that ATF is a com.ponent of the United States Department of Jtistics 
covered by tiie Freedom of hiformation Act, 5 U.S.C. § 552 ("FOIA"). 

The third paragraph contains legal conclusions to which no response is : 
third paragraph CGntains an allegation of fact, denied. 



J^, 



the extent tb 



reqmrea, lo 



COUNTl 

Admit, and aver that the letter dated December 6, 2004 is the best evidejnce of its 



contents. 



2. 
3. 



Admit, and aver that ATF's response is the best evidence of its contents 

Admit in part and deny in part. Admit that plaintiff appealed on Januarf 18, 2005, 

but deny thaf ATFs release was insufficient. The remainder of this paragraph contains legal 

argument an<|i conclusions to which no response is required. 

Admit, and aver that the February 9, 2005 letter is the best evidence of r 



4. 

contents, 
5. 



)efendant lacks sufficient knowledge or infonnation to form a belief as 



truth of the allegation that plaintiff has not heard from the DIP on Administrative Appeal No, 05- 



Of 10 



which is 



:$ 



-r 
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0949, out denies the impiication that GJP has not responded to plaintjii because the L^epartment's 
Office of Infonnation and Privacy C'OIP") responded to plaintiff on August 1^ 2005, aid denied 
plaintiffs appeal with respect to ATF's Confidential Informant Agreement, a 6-page document 
that was released to "n laintiff on Januarv 18^ 2005 with redactions made nTirsuant to FC^LA 
Exemption jb)(2) and (b)(7)(E)- In addition, on August 1, 2005, OBP released to Plainliff 16 
pages fi:'om ATF's Confidential Informant Cider, with redactions made, pursuant to FO: A 
Exemption (b)(2) and (b)(7)E). Defendant fiirther avers that ATF released to Plaintiff on or 
about August 8, 2005, the Attorney Generars Guidelines Regarding the Use of CGnfidcntial 
hiformants ^yithout redaction. 

Count-2 



Of 10 



E Admit, and aver that the letter dated December 1, 2004 and its attach^n^ 

best evidence of their contents. 



3. 
4, 
5. 






Admit. 

Admit, and aver that the January 5, 2005 letter is the best evidence of its 

Admit. 

Admit, and aver that the March 14, 2005 letter is the best evidence of its 

Adroit, and aver that the March 22, 2005 letter and its enclosures are the 



contents. 



contents. 



best 



6, 
evidence of tjleir contents. 

7. Admit in part and deny in part. Deferidaiit admits that ATF released 12 jj^ages to 

Plaintiff on March 22, 2005, but denies that ATF made no further release because ATF ; 
Plaintiff an additional 53 pages on August 8, 2005, with redactions made pursuant to F( 



oent 



f)l A 



sjsfEssttjuT&it^s!??;!*"'**'^^ 



-.'..^{tI- -v^J:^ 
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Exemptions (b)(3), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7)(D) and (b)(7)(F). Defendant further avers that th^ August S, 

2005 letter and its enclqsures are the best evidence of their contents. 
I ■ 
8, ' ' Admit, and aver that the April 13, 2005 and April 7, 2005 letters are th^ best 

evidence of their contents. 

i 
9- i Admit. 

GENERAJL CLAIMS 

Defendant admits that Plaintiff has exhausted his administrative remedies as tcJ each of 
Cfcunts 1-2. 



emainder of the Complaint contains Plaintiffs prayer for relief ATF denies 
eiititled to any relief based on its responses to his FOL4 requests. Further, 



that 
dnce ATF 



The 
Plaintiff is 
completes p; 

any relief wl^atsoever, including attorneys fees because the plaintiff is proceeding pro ^e in this 
matter. 



t^T*i^^ 



cessing the plaintiffs FOL\ request, ATF denies that Plaintiff ^Adll be entitled to 



Shorily after the defendant completes production of documents to the 
FOIA, the defendant will move for summary judgment. 
Dated: August 8, 2005. 



plaintiff under the 



Respectfully submitted. 



.r^ 



iA_ 



aA 



V n ji ii 



KENNETH L. WAINSraiN, D.C. Bar# 45105$ 
United States Attorney 



4 



/ f 



R. CRAIG LA^A^NtEjD.C. BAR #171 
Assistant Uniteff States Attomev 



r^^ 



v;c-v^ V 



/ /--.u 



—r^: ^ y 



^-XSi 
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Z^' 



i)(p^^ f^ . ^- 



IKm M. LYONS, 0.C. BAR # 45 1737 
Assistant United States Attorney 
555 4* Street, N.W. - Room E4.822 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202)514-7161 
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L.Jti.KTIi^ iCATE OF SER V ICE 

I herpby certify that on this 8th day of August, 2005, 1 placed a copv of the fore 
DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT in the first class United States 
mail, postage prepaid, marked for delivery to: 

j 
Mr. Willie Boyd 
#18498-044 
P. OJfiox 5000, 3-A 
Greenville, Ilhnois 62246 






J / 




u 



Jaiie M. Lyons 

Assistant United States Attorney 



